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ABSTRACT 
~ In Norway, there has been a change from net 

out-migration from rural areas to net in-migration since about 1970; 
however, this apparent change is a manifestation of changes in ; 
occupational patterns and characteristics of certain age groups. The 
rise in technical and professional occupations has heen dramatic, and 
a, particularly high proportion of this occupational,group has been in 
the relatively mobile early career stages and at mobile ages. Net 
losses and gains to yvural or agricultural areas are equal to only 
about 10% of the respective gross out- and in-movemaAnts. In absolute | 
terms, there is an approximate balance between in-.and out-movement 
which suggests that few of these migrants settle-in a commune for any 
length of time. Migrants consist predominantly of those:in the. 
highest and lowest socio-economic strata. The net out-migration of 
village nativé¢s -is generally higher than net in-migrtion of other 
people.. There has been growth in employment opportunities in rural 
areas in the Secondary sector during the 1970's, notably in the- 

+ public service sector. Although these changes in the occupational . 

. Structure of rural areas are bringing about conditions considered 
necessary to stop out-migration, the jobs created are, in principal, 
open to anyone and not reserved for local inhabitants. (CM) » 
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any or’ these villages vere situated in vural apeas dn Which the- ' 
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dispersed povulation was Sena. 25. Pesult, tus total porul-. os 


ation of thé rural commmes in which they were located renained 


Stable, all tuat had ocourred was 4 net redistribution of tvoyulatior.. 
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Of Sérvices wer. still beins advoeuted at 
‘ one ve innin.: gi tne tivo's az tae only @ltemative +o Jopopaia tion 
‘ : & 
in Sole rur.l arsus Clot Aas Uy Tug hale 3t,neid.’ nr, 13 1o72- 
Pele-lo,, The 1:°76 eens; eeneS “ Yurther deeline in the 
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dis Tere sad ‘rural ah tion, and this was 


of : aa 


marked in areds which were not within coumuting distance of tOWAS» 
The centralisation policy appeared to be vindicated, . 
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The beginning of a new trend? - . ’ . 
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However, a nunber of changes becane apparent from about 1970 
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onwards, and these were seized upon by the energetic critics of the 
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centralisation ideology in particul&ér as sowing grnat alte atives ' 
vere poszible, end desired, One such chansc was. thet wevevect iy 
19723) of the longstending trend of net out-nigration frnor ‘Torth 
vorvey. (ss. 5 16753 weet, & GOVGEsnt which had been seer as part 
of the concentration et tne netional ‘evel. This yoroved to be me 
snort- lived, cut it does appecr that rural population levels here 
stabilised in that region after & period of considerable decline 


(Brox, Larscn :: Pedersen, 1°80, pp.2¢5-247, 251,, 7 


4 
In the sce as unOole, iy, the wid-1960's rural conmunes 


(whicn include villages) hed @ nev wigration loss of 5-7 900 per , 
j ( 
+ year (gross out-migration’ was about 70 000 per year) (SSE, 1968a, 
pe29). Br the. late 1970's, this nad changed, to | a situation in 


which the nearect @quiva@lent, the agricultural and fishing connwmes 
. + 


(the classification Systec.is no longer the sare) nad a net nigr- 
ation gain averaging about 3 098) per ‘year, ae ss in-nigration beings 
‘@bout 35 000 (SSE, 19774, pp. 80-81; 1978a, on. 75=79 5 197905, Pde 
\ 78-793. 1980a, nin slight reversal of urbanisgtion and 
t) centralisation at the national level wag also noticeable from the 

nid L970's onwards, in that the city of Oslo and ite immediate 
surroundin,ss began to chow a net locs of migrants to the pect of. 

the Country (Moen, Keicz + Strand, LT) Dye Oils) » . 
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This’apsarent reversal of trends has been interpreted as an indic-, 
a ation. of a chan gs of values, or rather of péople acting according 

*" 3) 
ERIC *2 values they already held ,» and resisting pressures to becone 
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urbanised. However, like the earlier @ssuuptkions about the pattern + 
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of moveucnts which led to centralisation, this conclusion har bee 
dram om. the evidence of nee novement and net population chan ze. 


This is inadcquats, ag one can ote explain movenent or: con sidering 


the actual moves themelve- » and thin is what I provose to do, ° 
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s a 


Potting turmmero in perspective : , > 


To start with, it ic ipportant to get the apparent reversal of 


4s 
nisration trends in propohtior, Tne net losses and gains to rural, f 


or agricultural, areas alread: cited are equal to onl: about 10% 
a) ’ Jv 4 


- 
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of the res:icctive SPOSS out- and in-rovements, We are not, therc- 
‘ fore, dealin.: with a drapati> turmaround of total flows, ut with a 


Slight increase or decrease in the numper of peorle noving in one 
“3 ‘ ’ 
‘direszion relative to the other, Total nobility (, tnotgh it has’ : 
declined slishtl: in the latter rart of the 1o70''s (to 23,7 in 1976) . ; 
¢ a5 sta1l at the cane level ac in the, mid-1969's (23,8 ip 1963) (a5, 


LOT, TelS3, Wen it WES ®isner than at any tice Since records had 
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’ ‘been zert, ’ . 
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-9 15 also nesessar: to bear in wind that the decline in mobvility 
. t 
183 not: been oqually great in all Qarosc, . the decline ir novenent in 


« : td 
4nd out of the Cslo area witen has been observed (sioen et al, 1976, 
beS2)/ vould OBppear.to be characteristic of eee urben areas in ~ 
. general, Thece areas showed on above averase dentine in nov renen t ; 
‘ — be tween’ -1973 and 1979, as did less centre) industrial, mixed ind- 
) us trial and agricultural, ani fi sndt ang commmes, 4 below AvVEra,e 
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declines vac e experienced bry central asricultural ang industrial, 


o~ 


acricultural, central industrial ang "other"! coMiunes, which neanz 


that there = be quite a nunter in eagh of thes. catesorics in p. y, 
aoe 
Vhich levels of nobility have been “constant or have even increascd, 
, 6 


contrary to the naticnal ‘trend . All these trends are found anong 


ERIC™ rural coununes Waich will me. used fs examples in this paper, 
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The next thing it is. necessary to kee, absolutely clear when con- 


sidering trends dn total novenent is that in @ high proportion of 


Gases, we are not cong aes witr simple one-way movements of, for 


ae exanple, cowntry yeople moving to take up "Lermanent" recidence in 
v - 
é . 
: the town, or town veople taking up “'rermanent" resicence ir the 
‘ 7) 
country, Tnese stereoty ues are valce ana bisleadin- » «AS often 


as not the "Sincle" nove gounted if cigsation statistics: is fust 
if i 


~ 


one of 4 series of moves made by tné sane individual in « lifetite, 
tn@ cours. el that lifetince, the person occuvies different roles : 
anc positions, Sonetites roving fron -ne to the next ll invelyd 
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Ne figures .re availa’ by how many the number 
cf moves in a giver’ period exceeds tie nfmber of perscns vino nove, 


but in Sweder. the excess over a five year pericd is betweer 45 
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30U 1974; £, »,188), 


what -tais means at the level of the levality is that thc disenloce- 
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ne 
nent of, population. is nownerc near as great as the habitual conce otion 
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, Of movement as a sicvle One-Way process suggests, It also implies 
- ; 
: » ‘ ‘ : . } ‘ ‘ 
that a proportion of.-the residents of dn area at any ‘ong tinc ill 
‘ les 


~ ’ 


be recent arrivals vho will leave again.’ ‘ . 


in a rural commune I have ctudicd in North voryay (Skjervgy, with -- 
about 5 OG0 inhabitants), .the number of repisterca moves out of the 
¢ommme fron 1964 to 1970 (2327) was" nore then deuble the nunbor of 
people present at the 1960 census who were resident else.hera’ at 
; the next ‘one in 1970 (1999) ; for in-pigrants the rftio is threc to = « 
one (1520 :232) (calculated from misration etatistics for the years 
~. 1964-197, SSP, 1954b; 1965; 1957; 1936e; 10705 19'71h; 1972b; 
LO7725 Petl). “A ee the cxoéss novehnent is duc to return ~ 7 
ERIC novonent of out-migrants :. About 10% of out-nigrants rotum, and 
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+ s 7 Pi 
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they accomt for 35% of in-nigration (Nicholson, 1971, pp.103-104; 
fo75, peL50), However, quite a considerable part of the total - 
movement coud aneeax to be due to turmmover of people who conc fron 
other districts then leave agai later, As a component of nigre 

ation this group Tes been cada denored, end thercfore its sige 
nificance for the localitigs in andah at ‘tenporarily residés has - 
seven needa adequate attention. I would suggest, however, that 

it offers @ kcy to the urderstan“’inag both, of more recent trends in, 
nisration, and tc sone of the sccial changes to which they have 


given rise, ; 3 


ie ; . 
Misrant turmover . ‘ : 7 
: 9) 
‘During & period of soce three and a half years in the carly .. 
10) . 


1960's, non-natives . nocounted for almost 65% of in-migrants to 
Skjervgy and about 40% Of ont-migrants. In abgolute terns there is. , 
ad approximate balance hetywéen in- and out-movement, ‘This ead —_ 
suggest that few of these migrants settle in the commune for any 
~" length of tine, Even allowing for the tack.and forth moves of 
natives of the commme, this is quite plausible ih the Light’ of 
the conparison\of registration and census data; available birth- 
place ante adds further support to the interpretation, Only 19.6% 
- ‘the Egeasene population in 1946 had becn born elscwhere (SSB, 
: 1951, p.313) Te By 1965 thc-proportion was still only 20.2% (Pop- f 
ulation Rogister, Skjervfy), but 42.8% nad arrived since 1946, jnd-~ 
4 Leating that many of thosc resident in 1946 had loft again (though 


Sone would also have died). 


Such evidence as exists for other communes and ges parts of the 
gcuntry in the early 1960's suggests that Skjervgy vas not untypical, 


indeed turnover appears to have beon still higher in ‘other rural 


9 areas, For example in 1961— 1963 in Lyngdal in South Norway, it 


ERIC was found that 71% of family hands ‘and independent Higrants who’ 


<a ‘s 


: yi : - 3 7 
; _ é -~-7 - : 
noved in and 56% of those’ who moved out were non—atives.. As these 
* had on averago more dependents than natives who. mowed, the propor~ 
: tions of all migrants who were non-natives are likely to he still | 
/) ‘ nigher: (Hertzberg, 1969, ppe86, 88). ‘Lyngdal hes also a higher 
proportion of non-natives in its population than. Skjorvfy, 341,8% in | 
Is46 (SSB, 1954, a and 38, ee in 1960 (SSB, 1964¢, yet45), . 
"ihe snalincss of the increase might ina: cate that the higher propor— — 
tion of/non-u6 tives, coupared with Sk jervdy reflected & groater. 
" nunbey of transisnts in the popul Lotion. ‘The net watn of non=natives 
“be tneen 1961 end 1963 equalled ord about cans sixth of the gross 


4 
‘in-uoverent, D . , 


. 


Direct comparisons eannot as yct be made With nore recent Gata, 
there is, h vever Evidence that turnover continues to bean imp- 
ortant dorponent of wiz;ration, in a national survey. of nigrants in - ) 
1972 ; it’ was fcund that 56% of moves Were onwird, or progres SSive, ' 
uidves (Réeisz, 1976, be70), that is they were nade by people | who had . 
moved previously ond were roving an to a commune in Wkich they had 
“never been resident. In some cases these might have been further 
outieand hoves, of returned wigrants, but they account for only ‘23% 
of migrants “hesse, lo. cits), only a smoll proportion make further 
hoves (less than 25%,, Nicholson, 1971, PPal06107) , and some of these 
aré to former placcs of resiccnce (Nicholson, unpublished), and 
would bGé included in the ey who Mere repeating nigrants (tilbake- 
wondero, Reisz, loc, eit. is Ono can therefore conclude that tthe 
largest single group of movers (possibly 40% or hore of the tgtal) 
- are those who are contributing to migrant turmmover (not counting : 
thet due to return nigration), The renaining 9% were first tine 
_ Doves, ° . . 
’ ; uf / 
At the local level, the age and sex oe of in- and .out- 


~\ 
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ERIC higrants continues to show as remarkable(sinbaarity in tho 1970's 


[A Funtext Provided by ERIC | 


: -~ 8 - 
.0 ot i 


(gee @.g. SSB, novia, Pie 2-37; 1979¢ ,p44~50; 19790 yn45-51) , as it 


did in, the 1960's (igre tion notifications, Skjervéy, Nordreisa, . 
¥ kves nangen 1962—mia 4965). It is. also in the age composition that 
one finds evidence for the assertion that the trendsewhich jave . 
given rise to the so-cdlled turnaround in the 1970's were not new. 
Tt is still the case that there is a net loss in the 20-24 age BLOUD, _ 
the one in which wobility is highest, just as in the 1960's, The - 

i only change which has taken place in the 1970's is a slight lowering - 
of overall acpieey is this age group, with a corresponding reduc- - 
tion in net loss to a still’smaller prope ttion ep wuoss movenen te | 

t aA oe . 

Net gaingsis experienced chiefly by just three acre groups, 25-29, — 
30-34 and their children, ons « But this is not a new aeyelop- 
nent, the same kind of pattern was already Pepeecis if on 4 sualler 
scale, in the_1960's, even in declining cotmnes such as Kiwe nangen, 
adjacent to Seen ey (Migration notifications, ena 1962~ 
1965), Here too there is quite considerable tumover, By 1979 net 
gain to rural communes was’ aquad to only about 15% of tne ace in- 

‘ mvement in the 26-29 ape group, for the other two ate groups it 
was & bare 20% (SSB, 1974b, pp.62-63; 1980a, Pbe7E-79) « This latter 
figure ne increased during the Oe S, as out-nigration fron 
rural areas. would now appear to be ipeseasinn ee 50-39 age group. 
(ibid.). This observation must strengthen the argument that recent. 


rural, populatfon gains are relatcd to migration turnover, and not de 


just to in-migration alone, a 


A further factcr « one neods to consider. in any attempt a explain 
current rural population trends is thd erovtn of villages, which dre 
included in rural areas, when these are derined on the basis of com} 
unc units. Contrary ty widespread, belief (see above Des growth 
of villages .in the post-war périod hAég boen due at least-as much ‘to 


ERIC in-movement from other apeas as to, purely local movement within 


a ey aa m 
s ms e ra 
{ —_ 29 -_ . 
. * ‘ 


Communas. The experience ‘of. ~— villages in Skjervyfy's neighbouring 
SN aqumme, Nordroisa, sUgc sete that it might oven be the most important 
factor in growth, In the main village of te revorse was 
the c&ése, local movemént accounted fori 46.4% of the net growth 


between 1946 and 1965, but ek half of this was due to very , ( 
14 ’ 
exceptional circunstanc6s of a kind which only occurred in a few’ 


well publicised places, In~-noverent from outside the commune (net) 


equals 38.7% of the indreasc, Woat is no tieeauie in all the iianea 


: - tan . : 
it was possible to study, however, is that the net oyt-migration afs 
atives was generally even higher tnar net in-olcration of people 


= 15) ; 
roti elsewhere e Wyat is more, the scale of net loss of natives twas 


no less then that experienced in the rest of the respective conmunes, 


The difference ies the Millsces and the rest is that it was only 


"in the villages t in-micgration fran olbeuhere came close to comp- 


ansating for the loss of native out-ni grants, but ee in the rural 
‘ 
areas the not ain of non=natives compensated for almest one third 


of the not loss of natives, it is, hcwever, necessary at this point 
to recnuphas fo. 


“that these are just net figures, for the proportion of in-higrants 
Whe bave ay . . 


from elsewhereysis far greate: than the proportion of the native 
® 


migrants who return (ligration notifications, Skjorv¢y, 1962— 1965). 
. Thus the turnover speodsaeed with migration gain is, in this’ case at 


least, preportionally ‘greater than that associated eee migration loss, 


é 


In terms of the numerical relationship between an- and out—movement, 
b 


the malange -betwocn. gains 4nd Losses, one micht say that villages in 
the early 1960's Appeared ty be, very close to the Spenaren which 
was to become characteristic of rural greas as a whole by ‘the 1970's 
It is likely thero are still further similarities, While data on 


the origins of migrants in the 1970's are not ay ed labl 


it ao ome 


3 
likely that in-mirrants to rural here in the ago groups in which 

| 
ERIC is net gain are preponderantly Sunes Return ‘migration is 


x 


# 


a: 


most gomMon among youn out-nigrants, therefore it occurs at relat— 


ively young ages (Nichdlson, unpublished), . It would ‘therefore seem 


to be @ promising line of cnquiry to scek explanations for rural 


- 


migration trends in the 1970's in the kinds of changes which wore * 


taking place at the time when villages grew most markedly, namely 


’ 


so-called "structural rationalisation", ° 


« . ? . 
Changes in cconomic ard gecupational structure . : 
"Structural wationalisation" is the teem used to refer to the / 


. ra c : . i ° rs . 
fr¢eing of manpover from sectors oelins economy yith low productivity 
: i z 


- (éssentially the priméry sector) by e3tlonaligation, and its transfer tad 


to other sectors, manufacturing, and t¢ a growing extent, theser . 
, 16) 
vice sector, Thus vetyeen 1960 end 1976 the primary ssctor dec-: ‘ 
' . r ‘ 
t 


lined fron 19,%to 11.6% of the cvcupetionally active pcpulation, 
; : 


9 


°° ‘ 
f end the tertiary sector increased fron 23.6% to 50.8%; the corres- 


» 17), ™~ 
pondins figures fcr the secondary sector are .36.5% and 37,34 i 


ay . * : 5 . * 
aa + (those wiac rey -rted ne sceuration' made up the -rem&ainder}, Overall 


the eccnomically active pe :uletion increased by_4% over the same 
ao) =, 
period . , , ' i 


\ - a Y 


To quite 8 ccnsiderable “epree the change has come about as the 
a alee or falling out of use, of employment nichgs in the : ' 
contracting sectors, and the occupation ty new recruits into the ° 


labour warket of the additi nal jops which have com into being in 
: : ee } 
the cxpandin.,; sectors, Table 1 shows three of the ,sectcrs which hava 


been must affected by, this process, anu the one major sector. which 


? 


ie “ ae ee . = 4 
1) has shown least chang: cver the pericd, manufactprinis. Mot only has 
this sector ee aaa in size in the decade, but the pattern’ ~ “ 


of in-‘and cut-movement ayrroximies to the averase for the labour 
a 


force as a whole, : . . 7 ' po 
. .- } \ ra ™~ 


- &£ we 


: 
ERIC Some caution should be exercised in interproting the table, in 


ia a i a 
c v 5 2 = iad 


~ 


es. y ae . rm 11 : 
v ‘ a _ ; 
Table 1, ‘Movement in‘ or odt & select¢ tors of industry between 
- 41960 ahd 1970 as %-of total empréyed in 1970.. Nation. 
{ i 7 ~ . 2 3 <4 o : * 
? . Agriculturé Pishing & Services’ Nanufagtur+ . 
» 5 & forestry: yhaling _ ; ing. o 
out’ In ’ out In Out... In Out: In 
Left/enterad ‘.. 1960 1970 1960 1970 1960 1970 1960 4970 
’ lahoma force : % ° & -8B 8 © ‘ % % ai 
Retirgd2)/Entrents3) 36.6 11.9, 38.1 19.5. 9,6 33.4 1356 -24,5 
- ‘Housewives 4) . 0.6 14,9 6.2 12.4 5.4 5,0 “ 
~' Other 5) x. Os7 0.2 - %3 063 ° 0.4 062 
Absent. 1970/1960) 17.9 0.4 20,4 ' 6.3 °° 2,9 9.0 1,9 
aa Left/eéntered sector 56,3 20.7. 76,3 /16,5 65 49.6, 15.7 21,4 
“Total left/entered “$2.1 36,1 135 3007 68.6 ° 44,1 52.7 
* §ane sector 1360/1970 $1.9 61.9 6 Wl. 3164 47.3 £7,3 
Total 1960/4970 164.0 100,0 19 62.1 100,0° 91,4 100,0 ° 
- . = 4, z 3 > ‘ of 
In sector 1970(=-h) (142,606) (27,443) (209, 824) (416,103) 
1) Excluding*transport and ¢roda, - : 
2) Includes recipients of disability pensions, ete, 
*3) Classified as dependent in 196 
- 4) Sonc.of the in-movement of housewives will be due to the change 
' pe definition between censuses, This affects agriculture in : 
-. ae aartae services, therefore émployment in these sectors 
in 1960 is derestimated. See note 18, - . : : 
5) 1960: Dependent (e.g. while im education) in 1970, 1970; recip- 
lents of disability pensions etc. in 1960, = . 
. 6) 1960: Died cr emigrated by 1970, 1970: absent akroad in 1960, 
or among*the reccrds not matchpd 6¥ loeated in the 1960 material 
~ (max. 0.9% of the total)isce B gljen, 1977, p.161).. . 
- ‘Sources: Keldager L977 5 Ppeaty SSB, 4964a, pe40; 1976b, Des. eS. 
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that elassification is by the occupation which is the major source 4 
of incone. erate occupations, which are quite common in the 
primary sector, are not included, This means that a degrec of yn- 
eertainty mst attach to the reported level of movement between 7 
sectors in particular, ot is. important is the eee the table | 
reveals botnets the sectors in the relative size of rearuitnent to 
(Intrants) and departure from thelabour force (Retired and Absent 
1970, oo is this whieh shovs clearly how the new = ~~_ 
genera tion is en ring nevly created niches, while those the older 


generation leaves either fall into disuse, or are no longer regarded = 


a 


- 


s ° 48 viable nighas. .A corollary $f this is that abandonment of ‘farn : 


g ‘holdings, which in recent decades has been considerable, has taken 


, ERIC. rs 


ee ea 
t ee ~ 


plage when a fetiring holder has no succcssor, rather than as a 
. z F \ ” . % 
e ra ci a ¥v 
result of-a change of occupation cut of agriculture (NOU 1974; 26, 
\ 19 ; . 
*, ppelid-115) . ‘ , : . 


* 


sre Ce a . 
Within, the sectoP which has played a he jor Tole in structural. 


rationalisation, the service séctor, four areas in particular can be 
Ne a ; 
distinguished as having expericnced a rapid rate. of growth, thoy 


* are shown in Table 2,_ . 


- 
- 


“a 


Table 2, Fdployment in public administration cdueation, hcalth 
‘ and trade 1952-1977 (000!'s enployeas, 

o . , wa 

; - ) ct) ’ 


1952 2, 1569 ©1970 1975" 497 , 
=. . ; “ 
Public administration  +>'58.6 “4,6 Woe -~ 86 89 
Education —~ 29,0 39S (oel * “Lo; 120 
Health services 2) _ 29,0 38.6 60.4 * 4108 125 : 
Trade’ 3) es 106.5 41%,2 17508 238 Qe 


1) Note that these fisures gre based -on a sanple survey and are 
not comparable with those of previous years which derive fron “= 
& complete count, « they indicate only the (direction of the 
trend, not the precise magnitude of change (SS8, 1978b, p,71, ° 
1978¢, ppe10=11), a ; 

“+ 2) 1970 ane earlicr,. excludés self-employed persons (apprax. 3 000 
"dn 1960,. SSB, 1964a, De232), a vo 

3) 1970 ana Sarlier, oxcludes self-employed persons (approx. 25 000 

in 1960, SSB, 1964a, p,233), o. 


. . ? . 
: * Sources; ssh, 1978b, p.80; L297 0Gy OS, ~ | 


a | — on 


More inportant fcr the present purfese arc tha changes in the ooce 


upational struc€urc which nave: acoctgpemme a this developnént, In 
particular, the rise in the numbers -engaged -in, techaieal and profess 
donal seauentaene ann justifiably be described ,ag dramat oy. There. 
_ was 4n increase of 75.9% between 1960 and 1970 (SSB, 19 ab y DeG4i; 
¢ 1975Ufk pp. 259-261) , and the growth in the following decade abpeara 
, tp be of a similar order (SSB, 1980c, p22), That this inorease 
has come from new recruit nent rather than transfer fron other oca~ 
. upations. is Shown by the age structure of this oc ational groupe. a 
In 1972 a particularly Wigh proportion was. aged \ £5 and 29, 
19.8% 4&8 comparcd with 12.5% of the total labour foree (SSB, 1973, 


. ¢ g 
@ 3), Five years later the peak 195) less marked (though still high), 
ERIC = ; ¢ 


= : 2 ' © e . ’ 
iiss - : oe 
& 
but the eee in numbers Was br ther having aon effect on the’ 
50-49 age “group (which eannot ‘be disaggregated further) . and by 1979 
still more so (998, 197 Ge, Pe 66; 1980c, p.77), Thus dering the 
-1970's a oer high pvenesiten of this occupational group hae 


hecn in the relatively mobile early career staces and at mobile aes, 


Other new_niches created in the same areas of the service sector,+ 
though less ‘obvious, ean “still be discemed‘in the occupational 
statistics, For example, though Pa ail in service seoupations 
“as 2 wocle dcoc&ned hgtween 1960 “and 1970, the ocoulpational eroup 
cleagers, ‘doornen and zorters deubles in size over the sane yerdod, 
due largely to the sane sectoral growth which gave rige to the incr- 
ease in scetcral jobs Sz 0% of this grouv was accounted for by the 
health and educaticn secturs in 1970 (S3S8Z, 19620, p.237; * 975», 
e270). The size of this sroup has continued to inorense during the 
1990"s, though unlike the high s *atus tertiary cmploynent, appar- 

ently ata slower rate (SSB, 19€0c, peT?) 6 Apart fron their role 

as a provider of jobs for eal sections of: the labour forec (the 
proportion ie o0- 59 in scrvice oceule LUNs is consistently abuve 
tae AVCrOge) » i service occupations as a whole, and also in trade 
ocaup ations ,- a slowly growing pee of the ‘workforce is aged 
under 20, Thoxe occuational groups combined employ wore of this | « 
ago Group, generally youne peoplé with little or no training, than 


- any other (a.g. 533, 1973, peS2; 1980c, p.77) 


Structural LL rationalisatinn and the rural opnortunity stricture 

The chances whten hive Faken plage in the occupational structure a 
have wade possible an increasing aneunt of inter-goncrhtional social 
‘nage HOMLLity (at {eas%' among ‘nen, the position among wouen is not mow). 
The predominanct of upward movement has increased over tine, and 


to ‘&n incressing extent has been i aaa to structural factors 


[ERIC (Roe soft: f'Ransgy, ae pei09) The scale used was one neasuring socio- 


JA Fun'text Provided by ERIC | 


‘ mex, UL, —_ - H 


f 

: econanic status). There had also taker. place an increasing cone- 
entration of higher status Suploynent to the more urbanised conn- 
“unts (these. with a population of 1 0co i Lord) and to the south-— 
saat. @f the country (ibtd., p.103), This developnent covered nost 

(cf the post-war period, at least till the 1960's ghen the youngest 


. s » ba oe? e 
: men in the study which provided meee findings began their working | 
. . } 


lives; the oldest respondonts in the survey were tventzy years clder, 


ie 
. : 6 
\ A comparison ‘afr the percentase’ Chswrze in the ucin peel eee 


Ervups betwecnei960 and 1970 in the Baticn as a whcle with thet in a‘ 
® 
number of rural cothunes in orth an d Suuta Vericy (seven in all) 
, ‘ ‘ 4 ® . 
bears out thesy findin; Sy it shows tho & wath just cne excerticn, 
: \ 
the increase in. tne fagfest grcving cccuyational grou, technical 


and professiofal cecuratiins, was only abc “ut half the national 


(SSB, 1964a vi e41, 65, 67, 95; 1975b P go Dan] OD, % ublisticd 
averarg, This Slow érouth® Roulé seun te pehicet thé peta eye ° ) 
. &* 
centralisation ethus of the tinc, cs: sotayly in the public scotor,. 


€ 
‘ . Pod 


Yet cyen if the rural areas! share of these on_loynent’ opyertun- ‘ 
itics eeo1anea, in absolute ene there was still an increase, For 


one thine, a wajer schosl refurn amen eeaes ‘the nunber of teachers, 


cspecially well-quelificd ones, required in all areas (Zrox, 1980, 
: y- 
285), Purthernore , an tc other accupational groups the Bap bet— ° 


neen countrysice and towns (aanitgbary a@ wide one) was narrovad in 


Ma 


the 1960's. En-loymenit in administration (except in the southern 


3 ~ 


Communes woich had urdder;one amal gana tions? and in office work had 


* . . . y ‘ ¥ 
increased far nore than in the nation as a whole. ‘As a .cunscquence 


e 


of these chan;:cs, © together with the decline in Gnploynent in the 

prinary sector, the compositi+n af occupational nichcs in each rural 

conmunc Wt the beginning of tho 1970's haa Ghangel quite considerably 
F § al io 


compared with the situation-at ‘the Peete of the previous decade, 


loa 
a 
! < 

~ 


Trends in: the 1998" S are as wet difficult. 6 assess, A slight 
e . 
IC — It the 
Se | =. 


- ; 
-chang¢ of enyhasis, though barely more than that, could bu dotceted. 
din pevemaent thinking and ‘policy or, ‘ public investuent Tyrom the .be;r- 
inning ee the dcsadu, instead of a conceatraticn of service proy- 
isich (and thus employment) £5: Une Slightly larger central places as 
, in the 196ds (@e8.,54.neld. nr.29 ( YES-64), pa9), there was to be. 
a Secentratisation! tc central places jm raral areas (St,meld., nr.27 
(1971-72., wefz3; St.meld. nr iz (1972-73), pp.2i-23), wiieh cssent- 
ially amguntcd tc the sane nine; for the necessity of local¥ ecntr- 
“@lisatioa vas stall insisted ups. <t was not until 1977 that the 


maintenance of a dusentraliss s@ttlemert structure ‘as specificall; 


mentioned as ar otjective (St.meld, nr.Zs CSOT SE ig. Sg 


» 


A Fisesuhe re the verm "structural stavilisation" instead cf rational~ 


isaticn has uocn applie] t. cgvelopments in she 1570's (Otnes, 1978, 
pel8c,, Z. Upc eeclses such as the cné to rationaljisc dairies 
vt, if not reversed, anda feu ural scheels closed 
centralised t villages have been reorened. ‘The 
decline in the number of gercral grocery shove, alucst 10% between: 
1968 an¢é 19°, was actually smaller in rural oe than toms (NOU 
1275: £3, 1.20), while new, svecialisec Shups have been tablished 
in villages,’ Yatycen 1970 and 1979 there were at least six in Amli 
(like the uther villages ‘referred to, located in one of the rural . 
communes studied), 12 in Lyngdal, 11 in Stcrslett (the larger pf the 


& 


Skjervdy (Norges fen elskalender, 1979, ppe682, 715, 714, 1146, 1147), 


two villa,res in Nordreisa’ and fourteen in, the main village in 


There has also been gre ith in enploynent in rural areadein the 
secondarf\sector during. the 170's, Some of the increase dcrives 
fron mene and manufacturing located there, as far as can bo scen 
fron the dyailable statistics (in which there are certain cumissions 
of coverace) this has happened in all the rural communes fron which 


examples are being drawn here (SSB,° ae peelll,112, 118; 1980f, 
ERIC 


eS a, 


in which work locations arg cons tantly shifting, ic alse likely. to 
have benefited rural areas most, for they dre the Source tof two- 
thirds cf Ats wore force (253, 1975p, pp.25:, 258} 1978>, p.84 
“9786, ve6Z). 7 
The general impressicn Seeus to bv, Nuwevers that it is Browth in 
the public seator which has bee, most n tizeavle in rural areas in 
the 1970's (Moen et al., 1979,-p.25), Certainly, in the scuth 
1 pyegian 2 meunes cos Sidere? here (the situation in Porth Wc rway 
ARS vet tT. *4 investigate?, expaision ic cMplcyment in education, 
‘to taxe ne example, Vas: ae a5 least the nati nal rate betvecr 1975 
ana 1978/7, da thé res* rata. of -het, more than that (SSL, 197 
02505.¥ 15804, Neos 4 peas; 1979¢, 1.61; 19798, be66). In 
2 a 
the countr: as a wile the dis tributich of teaching pusts between 
_tewn and country oid Lotuees rectors Pontiac” constent frou. 1076 t_ 
~-79 (though alt the majo. cities showed a very slight relative 


; a 
Jeclinge), during which time there was a very Slight vverall growt, 
' = /s a 


ralisation of utate employees has taken place cve> the same perio’ 


-SSh, 1978e, we Way DOC, aT) « it Sseens linely, therefcre, that 
employment a icS, especially in the fastest Browing accup- 
ations, have shuun a greater increase in rural areas in the 1u7O's 
than in- the seots, anc in sume sectors growth nas been at the 


national rate or even higher, 


- These, chanses in the oocupaticnal structure or rurat areas. aro 


Going some way tovards vurin ging about the conditions which fcr a 


long time have been tought necessary id out-migration were to be 


ot “ 


reduced. The. most ropenuany requirements, it was argued, wera jobs, 
especia tlly for young peovle- onterins: em, loymen t fur the first tine, 


ERIC! Howevor, there were two scheols eS ae as to what kinds of johs 


(95°.,° 49784,1,42; 4.308, 2.355, Similarly, a ved, slight decent- 


of 


PPo137-144), Tut the overall increase in abployment, th construction, 


ae 


a. 
there should be, : 


The first maintained that geographical mevility eculd be limit ed 


ey aE enployncnt opportunitics linked to the local eccnony, the example 


> 7 e a A é 7 7 7 ° 
‘ was fishing and fish processing, and indegendert of heusehold econ- 


Leaving ‘their -home locality (Brox, 


omic units were Ceveloped, cv that 35 many JOuUnNg veople as possible ° 
 emaee Man: aes 
+ Could ootain an incone cs 


i371a, ppevA4 - 745; Brox, 1OT1 es prot’, 


“he seccnd sehool of. 


thought, assuciate? alzh those wo tuought 3cne inereasé in the level 


oF urbanisation Necessary, pent further and argued thas it was not 


‘ 
just the number of fots that was im. riant, tut tha+ a ror ye wk 


Cx 196 ef oceutatilr an] €:.pl yer shld be available (St,meia, nv.37 
i ’ 4 


(1556-07), 1.02; St.mcld, nr.i7 (2° 76-72), peZE; BD 80, 1465, eae 


. ‘ ee . fo, a4 : _ , ; : 
tTnis view woul: a.lear t be relate2 t- the WLOeES Tread Lelief chat 


it was tne mst tahenter whe left, due tc the scarcit: -f c Lportun- 


“ iy 4 : 
ities fir ad-vanceren c af rurad areas 


commen to beth these appreaches is & on RR tio of jJobls, emzloy- , 


ment niches, in demographic tercs, .s a suesticn of numbers, cf 


. 


matching the nugler of people tc the number cf ou’ DSy cr jebs of a 


certain t¥pe (Wallin, 4/74, pp.S05-223), An example of this line of 


thinking was @ series cf estimates mace using Svedish data of how 


“Lone it would be neeess ry to wait} on average, until jobs of diff- 


erens types, requiring varying amounts of training and education, 


became available in’ different localities, It was found, as expected, 


Ons average a times were eee long, even infinite, ‘ 
for the most highly skilled occupations iis the most ae areas 
a 
t 


(Oberg, 1974, PP. 588-392) , _ aa 


* 


Both these approaches ould appear to stem fron implicitly equat- 
ing net migration loss with total out-muvamen t, but whether op not 
this is so, a more serious aie G75 be raised tr, them, The 


ER[Cx#ension of opportunities for employuent, and 


most particularly the ae 


—"  . _ A a aS _ ‘ ; 7 \ 
< e \ € : 


change in the overall Saisie doas “nore than offer new types of 
| work, different working conditions ; ‘or even higher incomes, Nowe 
employnent opportunities such as those which have come into being 
in rural areas in Norway: ‘over the past two decades also have aiff 
erent panizet Situations (reckel, 1989, p.526; Lockwood, 1953, Delo) 
"Pron those which they replace, The routes which lead to es 
positicns (and beyond them), and the ‘conditions imposee on. those 
seeking entry are ne* Longer the same as th 086 hich, applies when + 
o 
primary cectipa tions pred-ninated, & new set cf closed social relate 
ionshis (Weber, seer ved) ts gradually taking over from the o14 
Ghee It is even senecivable thet net increase is, ‘emplcynent onlort- 


unitiés can ‘ave the apparcnily paradoxical gonseluence’ that more 


r 
2) 


local -résicents ae iv necessary to seck work élscuhere, .Tnene is : 


takins place a shanee ia what Shils calls "the allocaticn cf oppor- 


A 
tunity for access" (Sn 1425, 1976, p.193), ana which I shall rufen to 

a . ‘ 
as the access strugture (see “ic? Nelsen, 1980, Ppe10-11), wre . 
The rur rural Access structure ) 


The ecncept of Access structure, is related to that of oprortunity ay 
structure, © the structure or on jective Oppor tunitics in a given loc- 
ality consists of the opportunities whi h exist in the locality, tog= 
ether with those which are available to the inhabitants elscwhere 
(Brox, 1972, pve55-59), Novever Opportunitics in a locality s ere not 
identical with cpvortunities for the inhabitants of that pocality, 
=... "demographic" approach to dpe uedeinG wppeetninc. seens to. 
imply, The re is ne reas:n why this sh.uld be less true in the ccun- 

‘tryside than in the 'gume And cities in whicen rural cut-nicrants 


find employment, 


The effect of the cnan ring vecupational structure in rural areas 
has been to replacc occupational niches, and careers, to which acccs 


@ "8S gained oy virtue of qualifications linked to the locality, not- 


= ’ o } f+ 


Pad 
’ 


4 an? os ae x 
% 


> 


~ ry . . . ‘ 
ablyNcinshiv by nevenes 8 which e-t 


whien are universally obtainabl. ane Universally vali 


per 


local opportunity, s truct.re is 6lso part of % 


’ 


} 
tructure, and ‘ir 


‘ 


ee Grae tod bye qualil ‘ieati ons 


ra 
Tat the 


= 


LG. 


ational opport inity 


Ss SPINnciv1lG oven to aa ~iis 25 Bose éléarly ° 
a apparent in tne ease cf professional niohes, to which access is 
. _ 
: usually arenes Se Competizion anonug applicants ‘possesgis:- the ae 
‘ a - ¥ . 
opriadk férng] queiarications, Dot Sanilam, ff tess Lorna, , rocecd— 
wk<s. are use? te wegulate acovss to other nish 63 toc. There are 


a : @ 


Purtses exyenpics. PUSing =s6s peri ty: 
< a = a 
OLportinatacc PAp tne emcatil.. St re: RiCcees 


sand Yrevail trade, wut tnudital wg eypertis. 
Snes LY Stet tot me ifvlisd thst rure2 dve 
t 
' thes. rescurecs, hut ther are not alone in 
, .f 4 
New oplortanitics ere ovsortun 
’ : . \ 
, vocdis (c.f. Lafcren, 4950, Tre 74 NS), 
has nade possible the crlation of nes niches 
fo. = ~ ’ 


fro quently assceintcd wath murad areas, 
“aw » 


246PsS do not 


do snc 


xising pros verit:: sli 


An Servieo .Provicicn 
a " 
are royuired to exploit 


ypOSSESs 


Se 


Aa thers fe ru AT Oy 
oY 


ities for ovtsiders no less than for 


general 


2 


e One such Which is 


thougn by no means confincd 


yo: )060ClUte then , is the .fodudtion of craft covds, “thile in-oortain inst- 
. : ances such a nicne tare. OLilg be accessible to those possessinr a 
. traditionzl Skil? peculiar to a locality, or confincad t-. & certain 
Grou, of vacwte, Wane ghaaie can Lo sree tised (and acquired: alnost 
ANY WHeLs 6 They can the-efyre do transforred to & rural arca, end 
. have enu.bled som, thoutn naraicr Hani, people to live in rurel 


- at! 


A . . 
Breas (cee ‘eee FG thes, 


a 


1930, +294; 


a 
‘ Murnover and acces3 


HOWUCVer, aL Le 


ylain why people frou outsides 


+ 


. 


why the nunter whe move cut agein continucsa 


would seem rather, to lie in 


2k 


The explanation 


¢ teristics of thénew niches. 
ERIC 


. 
s 


. 


Lum., 


80, pp.e99-100), 


the creatio® cf new oce upationa) niches misht ex= 
Love intc an ares, it dvucs not explain 


to be almost as large, 


certain of the charac- 


, = 89 = 
¢ Until Sround 1950 a ver; large proporticn of niches in rural arcas 
“were of the kind wich, once entered, were occupicd for an entire 
: c2) ® 


working lifcl, or led tc such a niche 2 Once indication is that, in 
“Ns 
Skjervgy, for example, in 1959, twe third of the occupationally 


- 


active sovulation was eitner self-employed or vorited in sone paniiy 


enterprises only one third were erplovyees (SSz, bese, Pro90~93), 


Sy 1960 abut two thirds were employees (S55, undstcd a, ».6). and 
* a 
by 1970 the equivalen* provcrticr, alloning for charges ir the 
4 : . 4 AA ~ rl Pr s 7 A 
¢lassification, was abcut 86% (SEz, 1075, .,242>, This moans that 
Pao aee << . 


. ' . : 5 - , . 
The occupants of these nici.es can excuange cne for Another, end 


“gt ii Continue in tne sare ocepps.tion cr career, 7 


Tne contrast tween declining and grooving occ upeticns is clearly 
show even »y the as yet limited data availatle at the lccal level 
-(s¢ far cnly for Sx: ferv¢gryy and Liymgdal, and classified oy industry, 
ayaa omupatic Ny}. The mumver of moves uade Dy thacse workin:; in the 
primary sect ris very lo. coupared jith employment in the sector, 3 7 
the nunler cf moves made by those in the service sector is high in 
7° 0 ovelation 4 er: vicyment; the other sectcre ic tatyeen these extrencs. 


’ 


Further conpariscon vith the linxed census data conten: shows the ~~ 
number of .@ople in each sector iho werc resident in each connune in 
1960 who vere no loner resident there in 1976 and the occupationally 
active in 1970 who were resident elsewhere in 1960) nakes it clear 
that , while the low level of*noverent by those in the prinary 
sector micsht be due to the soall nunber of movers, the ovposite is, 
hardly true of the service sector, There the Level of movenent is 
explained by the larve nunber of nuves made as enaanel vith the 
‘nuuber of naches which had changed occupents between 1960 and 1970, 
which is +o say that some of then hae chanjsed occupants several tincs, 


gain the remaining scotors take 4B AP internediatc position (833, 


ERIC ae tO pel75; 1077a, p72; 1977b, pp.60-G1, 64; undated a, b, c, 


,° . \ 
: a el ay: ; . . ; a ¢ 
a @; pee; fertaters, 196 9% ies ae Migration notifications, _ 
. . ss ts 
kjervgy; 1962 ~ -1965). ‘ f 


The high level of turnover in the scrvice sector is evidence of 

the effects of growing nurbers ‘of occupational niches in‘ rural areas 
? 
which forn part of a hierarchy of positions mn @ wider syster (Shils, ¥ 
1975, p.93), or what White calls vacancy chains (1972, p.17). Local — 

positions are only stages, or stations (see above .pe5), Which for . 
some, perhaps many, of: their occupants will just DE stovpit; places 
in A ’career path, oe oneciie To pursue &n entire carcer (£n ‘ 
the sense’ of vrouressing with experience) in one. place has beconeé 


more rare,, 
* 

However, career noves of this type ; though they night sok cuia eon 

a considerable proportion of turnover in the service sector and the 

iceality, by ny means ex lain all of a, What is hore, the octurrence 

of non-career moves in other occupational groups: Should be a wam- 

ing not to agsune too readily that all moves by professionals are 

career moves either, the evidence’ from Norway agrees with Wylie's — 

findings that turnover, or flowthrough, consists predominantly of 

those in the highest and lovest S0¢ do-gt onomic strata (Wylie, 1966, 


pei6§). These are the ones vhich predoninate in the service sector, 


but arc less®well represented in other sectors, ~ 


Migration data for Skjervgy showed that’ the largest group of. 
ees Betive in-migrants, after pretessionaty, consisted 
of those in service occupations, and there were almost as man y in 
sinilar occupations in the trade secton., These moves do not repre- 
sent Stages in careers, except to a very limited extent, but 
ne madee ten the exchange se one niche fora similar one elsewhere, 


The .-move a8 homizon tal” woihes than "vertical"! within a career 
3 


gq erarchy, However, in spite of this’ jack of progression, moves, 
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ey 


sometines of considerable distances, are made to obttin such empl= 


” 
e 


oyment, or change jobs, cven when this “might secu unnecessary; the 


vecupations of the in~migrant wS to Skjervgy just referred to were of 


U 


an identical kind to those nela by ne ae Single group of 
YT . 
roeturmines Skjervgy migrants while tier were resident outside the 


connmune (ligration notifications, Skjervgy, 1962-1965), : 


. Sout id 


In two respects this evidences contravenes conventitnal Wisdon, ' 
The ,attern of mevres doses nut ec- form to that assuned by, the "dem: = 


crepiic' a. roach to .rovision cf occupational cpportunitics. What 
“is more, soves er: made even when ther do not appear to result in 

c Cr ey ee + 2 pal pea ath ee ee es e ‘ A avai . o, + 7 

oh Abprovecernt ian S-ctas cor ise aw, and such poves ere not\gonfinca 


t. Juct & few sagen YOO tne as8uuutims of a ae i744, we /I@15). 
there Would, however, secm to be SEM allels “here with the patterns 

er Prequent mnoverent found arong Servents ond farn workers in 

ecrlicr tines » inde@d, in. nany sérvice occupations tne york done 

st of servents, @lbeit in a differect social context, Where 


the reser? Situation. nih véerna ls differ is in the greater desree 


of sevmenvatiin thers has developed within trjs.section or the occ- 
“N 
upational structure (Gordon, 1972, e134), That is to Say, the jobs 
. 2 ry . be s. | hin : Lf + = 
within it cre less interchengeable tian formerly, end different 


* 


@ccess criteria are — in different seguents, end adepree of 


ay 


| ia exclusion" (ureckel, 190U, 1.530) is applied between occ- 


“ 


pations, Thus while the narter Jf penings in anv SGgnent is lin- 


itcd, tne necessity to nove to find one mignt be increastins, 
a 1 


Recént patterns of Movement 
meee terns of movement 2 
This interpretation of. patterns of movement in teras of the chan- 

S 


/ 


ging pattern of employment in mural apes a6 8 result of structural 


‘rationalisation, is perfcetly compatible eeth the pattems of move- 


nent Which have been observed in the 1970'g 8. It will be recalled 
4 e 


24 
ERIC that the highest levels of mobility, ‘and in particular, the highest 


; ; . y A 
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levels of in- and out-movement in rural areas, though at the sane 
~” time relatively small net gains (sec Bbove ».8) were accounted for 
by migrants ve tween. the ages of 20 and 29 (net gains appearing first 
from age 25), Even in tac 15-1) age group, previously characterised 
ty high.wnet out-migration, net ‘losses are Slight compared with grose ‘ 
movement (some of this change is due to increased participation in 
education at these ages), feats it vill be recallea that a partic- 
aT aaa proportion of those -in professional and technical occup= 
ations is also found in the 25-29 ave rou, and between age 20 and 
te. - £4 the proportion is also. relatively high (s6e above Peles «iH ‘ss 
sees Yords, it is quite conecivable that it is these same asenie, ° 
who Sccount for the high levels’ of back and ferth novenent in that, 
age ea for the proportion of occupationally active Movers who 
are in tnat group is greater than its share of the occupa tionally 
active population as a whole (30% eempared vith 15.6%; SS5, 1974a, € 
PPef59-271), That highly educated people are found to have a high 
mobility rate in these are groups makes the ee still 


more pleusible, : 


f; 1) 
Table 3, Estimated mobility br age an4 educational leve] (972), 


. ° Age 
; 20-24 REA9 BO-89 40-54 SRA . 
: _2 ; 
Persons with higher education 25 a8 19 vd 2.5 
Total population 16 i be gle 4 


&) Completed high school plus at léast 12 years specialised éducation 


or training. 


3} Number of movers as a percentace of the total number in the group, 


‘ Source: SSB, 1977, p.70. oo . « 


& 
As sone of the evidence above has shown, nany nore people than 
a 
professionals are moving in and out of rural areas, therefore total 
mobility is not by any means explained by the noves of high. status 


people in career hierarchies. Put the apparent increase in moves 


ERIC? this type; and the correspondiRy” shirt in the age structure of 
PA ron Proved by En 


important. Given the net gain which results, this misht uggest 


that this is due to an increase in the number gf reovie in technical 


4 


and professional occupations resident in rural areas at any one, tine, 


- ZTumeover and mural pain ; 
mat Wes still not beon explainea hy the data and arguments which. , 
have beeh presented is woy the pattems of move nent Which have s \ 
analysed result in net migration gain. There are, however, certain 


tndications of what the oxplanations night be, 


Firstly, oi te ae sroups in which there is a net nigration 
/ goin more of the misrants nro lixely to have more dependents (chil~ 
dren, or nore enildren, and in S6te cascs 2 spouse not in full- 
tine envloynent): than in the young adult age grcouvs which have a 
nét migration loss, This could expléin the net yeatenwttion of 
" chilaren. Thus & niche whichis occupied by an in-nigrant aged 
betyieen 25 end 39 will generally increase the population by more 
‘ . than it vill decrease as the result of the departure of a younger 3 


person to occupy 2 niche elsewhere, 


A further factor is that “the replacenen t, in numerical terus, of 
niches in the primary sector may result in in-migration, but this 
need not be counter-balanced by out-migration = tne occupants of 
those niches which disappear at the time they disappear, ‘The vacs 
ation of a niche due to death or retirement, which is how this nost 
commonly occurs in the primary sector (see above peli), has no 
effect on migration, though it may obviously affect population size. 

a Suc effect as the disappearance of these niches has had on migr- 
ation happened sooner, when the progpective heir decided to take 
up. sone ee occupation, if tnat involved noving elsewhere, It 
9 would sean Likely that movés of this type wore already becoming 
ERIC 2b 
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2 fewer by 1970, as by 1969 over half of all frm holdevs were already. 

aged 50 or. nore (893, 1972, pp.e62-63;. and see note 19), There {s. 

; thus as it vere’a time lag between eet due to —? disapp- 
Carance of old Sesugatienciadones . and in=ni gration due to oir 

4 replacement by new ones which does not ‘show in the escapee iene 
statigtics, but which might have begun to affect migration figures 


in the 1970's oo. ’ 


2 : 
There’ is also the possibility that opporpun Stses in rural areas are 

incréasing, though this has ¥et to be establisied, and that the « 

slackening of acnand on the labour market means that opportunities 

which exist’ are more likely to be explaited than previously. That 

the increase in in-migtants relative “to out-nigrants might be expl- 

ained hy preferences for rural living is, however, tore pdoubtful,. 

In order for such preferences to be realiscd a means must be found 

to make a living in, the countryside, This would sugest rather 

that preferenccs influence who seeks out rural opportunitiss, and . 


only to a lesser oxtent how many actually move, 


Sas ani | | 


_Recent_movement And the Local social systep, ; . 4 
Even taking all the possible explenations together, the amount of 
: net in~movement to rural, areas’ they could account for is quite 
modest. However, as I haire shown’ above, (p.4), this movenént ig 
modest, especially : vhen compared with the yolume of" ovement into : 
: ateees in shich commuters aes up residence, There would 
i also appear to be a greater eePONGE of residents in ghe: latter ¥ 
(Pahl, 1965,. pel4; Brunt, 1974, pee5), compgated with more = 
6 “ areas, on the. other hand, in @velation ta their numbers, incomers 
to ate areas might be more noticeable in the local. Society, for 
unlike commuters (if non their entire households), people who move 


-to remoter rural boas’ generally, also, work there, They therSfore 


ERIC forn. ae one of the most important sub-systems in the local 


a 


. 


society, and are pargicularly numerous in @ part of it which haa 


recently increased in sizo, However, the .relationship between new 


comers and. cha ange in this sub-gyeten is not a oes one, 


it tends to be as suned that the development of local Social Systens, 
and presumably their maintenance, is dependent on the continuity 
of residencg os the majority of the local Population (Stacey, 1969 , 
velat;, This would suggest that a continua) tumover of migrants 
could potentially be a scurce of instability,. even disruption! 
vylic has argued that theré can be an appearance of ‘stability even 
though, there, is a eatinual flowthrough of migrants if there is a 
"core population, of Continuous residents (Wylie, 19655, PP.217, 25) 
which maintainge the essential mie a of society, Those who pass 
through fit into pre-existing: positions in “this framevork for the 
‘au uration of their residence, and when they leave, they are sieeceded 
by others Sipilar to Peete anees Incidental evidencc cours that 
frever. the stability oi the core js illusory, that it depends not so 
mich on & conpinuvity or individuals as of positions, When an older 
pesident dics an@gher takes on that person's position in the local 
Society (Wylie, 1964, e543), AlSo in this resvect there is a flow- 
through or turnover, — : 
This view of movement through sets of positions is in keeping with 
Nadel's conception of the social structure as consisting of a systen 


> 
or network, of relationships between roles :through which "indéviduals 
pass, rather than interrela¥ionships within a "concrete sonuia ton! 
(Nadel wi 957, ppeli-12), White goes a Btep further to suggest that 
the Structure is the. result of -Movement, ‘as he hy pothesises a strug- 
‘ture of positions energes as the skelcton deposited by, that 4s the- 

' residue in cultural terms from, repetitive ‘enactment of orderly nete~ 
works of relations among men" (and, one might add, women) (White,1970, 


rd 
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It is precisely this"repetitive enactment" which has béen broken , 
by structural rationalisation, Many of the old positions in the 
‘Local ow sub-system have dscappoared, while new ones e« 
have come into being Lock] society haus eee more differentiated ‘ 

(Saug ostad-Larsed, 1980, p.295), not only in consuM@ption pattems 
i and life styles, but in syhe ways in tnich people arn a living 

within the local society itself, Thus in one very important erea 

the grounds for common: interests have been very considerably red— 


uced (c.f, Morin, 1970, weiS&, on & similar development in Brittany), 


~ 


Oné cannot, however, equate new positions pita inconers and tran- 
Sicnt residents and old, or declining, positions with local people, 
If, as I nave Suggested above (np, 22), those currently: in low status 
service occupa tions are the guecess ors of the servants and farn 
workers of former tines, then they might be considered as floy- 
througth which occupies positions in he existing structure which 
“ are becoming fever (service employnent is declining). On. the other 
hand, man; nev poslits S in office work, and sone in administration, 
are filled by local people, Even the positions at the upper Status ym» 
levels in relatively mobile occupations are by no means the exclus- 
ive preserve of outsiders, though they might predominate,- Rather, 
it is the ee relationships which have dé veloped oo the changes 
in the ns of positions wiigh has rasultcd in sianeaaed qjrt— 
erentiation, that~“sone of these positions are occupisd: by incouers 
‘ and transljents might merely be a Contributory factor. In commuter 
7? villages inéoners ae new poSitions to an existing social system, 
Elsowhere it has becn the growth of new poSitions which has,-enabled 
the entry of. newcomers at differett points within the local society, 
The part which tumover movenent, by nigrante 88 V@ll ‘as that due 


to age succession,’ plays in this process is ta Semen tation of the 


hew socio-economic structure which has gradually emerged in recent 


(<) ; decadés, é 4 ee od 29 
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1) This section is based on Nicholson (1961) chapter 2, ~ ‘ 


2) Defined as living outside a settlement with 200 or nore innab- 
itants, -* 


3) The Housing Survey of 1967 showed that 48% of those interviewed 
preferred living in rural areas, that is outside villages. However 
mien the 43.5% of the sample living in those apeas is excluded, 
the proportion is only 24% (in Oslo 27), Sinilarly 28% preferred 
to live in villages with no mora than 2 000 inhabitants, though 
only 13% of those not already living there (SSB,1968b, p.86), Per- 
r centages of subdivisions of the sanple are recalculations from . 
the published figures, . 7 . 


. 
4) The nunber of moves per year which cross a conmune boundary 
per 1 000 of papulation, The figures referred to here are those 
which have been adjusted to allow for boundary changes during the ak 
period under consideration, 


5) Galewlated fron 383, 107Qa, p.29; 1979, DD. 386-37; 1980b, 
Die 36—-37, a c 


n -* : 
6) These statements are based on a comparison of the total meves 
in and out of each of nine categories of communes in 1973 ana 1979 
given in published statistics (S35, 1974b, pp.62-63; 1980a, pp.78- 
‘ 79). It should, hovever, be noted taat there is a certain, possibly 
cumulative, underreristration of Moves, which is’ updated in census > 
: years\(see SSE, 1975a, Pe29\~e Comparison of movenent in these . \ 
latter with those innediatel’y preceeding and succeeding for a 
nunber of rural connunes suggests that out-novement is undercounted 
_ to a greater degree than in-movement, and this would tend to 
' exaggerate the scale of the reversal of migration trends, 


7) It is olso necessary t6 remenber that over 50% of moves from 
towns bre to other tows, and a still higner proportion of moves 
originating in the countryside also terminate there (SSB, 1974a, 
pelOl; 1968a, p.29), ‘ 


8) . The excess also includes régistered out-moves by children born 
after 1960, and in-movenent by people who died before 1970, How- 
éver some of those resident in 1960 would only recently have arri-~ 
ved, and some of those resident in 1970 would leave again, . 


9) Rather less for the in-migrants referred to here, see Nicholson, 
1971, p.sl2o, : 


(10) This term refers to anyone ‘born outside a given connune, 


, 11) As these figures are fap the resident population, they are un- 
likely to be unduly .infleted by the construction «workers and others 
Who might have been temporarily residert during the réconstruction 
period after the Second World War,, \ 


12) These figures apply to the three commmnes which make up all . 
but @ small part of the present commune of Lyngdal, In spite of 
the well-known back and fort movement between this part of Norway 
and the United States, léss*than 24 of tk} population at both 

@ dates was born in that country, 


ERIC . 80 > __>__} 


. 


© teenth century (Koren & Engen, 19738, p,89) suggests that the comp— 
ERICarison made her Ry 


 » ge . 
13) Unlike some other countries, nigration of people of pension-— 
able age (67 and over) is of ninor importance, it anounts to less 
-than 4% of uoveuent and only about 5% of the net gain in rurel areas, 
that is less than any other are group with a net gain, 
oS 


14) The greater part of the population or @ small =lace on the OLp= 
osite side of ‘he sound, abandoned in the 1950's, noved to tne 
village of SxjervzZy. 


‘ 
’ 


15) It is cstimated that there was a net out-nicration of 244 
natives from the villaze of 3kjeryvdy betwecn 1946 and 1°65, come- 
ared with a net gain of 304 people fron elsewhere (Sichelsun, 1081. 
@opencix Ii), Some of those latter would doubtloss move out again, 
vrobably to ke revlaced by other oujaiders, An estinete based on 
incomplete tatulations of linked census data indicates © sisiler 
discrepancy tetween those who had movéd to tne villase of Sijervdy 
from otner communes, and those who naa no-red Our cetweer 1960 and 
070 (355, unpublissed’,« 


15) I have followed Cernvertiona Norwegian vractice bi ines ine 
mining, and quarryins and building ard construction in the secondary, 
and 0% if tse prineary ang tertiary sectors res. ectively, 

scordin,; to anotier source, whien is acz rietly conraraple, 
the ap lroxirate proyortiors a the. Vrinany, Secondary aad tertiary 
S respectively in 1°70 wefe- 8.6%, 3..24% ana 62..22K(5S5, 
PP. S5-E7), 


4 


} 
\ 4 


the increas. is dic to the elassificstion.of carried 
€ in family businesses as oecuvationally aative in 197., 
ho 1350 (Ss. , 29706, Dee a ‘ 


% 


BOY 


19) «4 surve: $e 2459 showed that im one of the toncunes used as 
exam le hers, Amli:in south Norway, on 79% of the farus vith 
folder aged &4 or ofer (167 farms, theve‘were 229 farns in al 

here W25 NO Sucsessar, or 3uccessicr was doubtful (RoLbestad 
Delf;. by 


£0) AN @nslogous situation is thet of the exclusion, of local 
people from a housing mariet wien demand from outside vEsnss up 


“prices, and c.f. the.effect of inecmers on fare trices (Forsythe, 


1960, 293), 

21 Regulations coverning thé alloeation of credit and subsidies in 

tue primary industries, cee e.g, MOU 1974; 205 Meee, : 
Mlopoce similar criteria on traditional niches, 

22) It i3 important to note nere that the vast majorit: of Norw- 

egiar farmers own their land, there are very few tenant farmers, 


23) It is necessar:; to make clear that "horizontal" refers > noves 
within an entire socfety, and not merely within a locality, as in 
Warren’ use of tHe concent (Warren, 1933, p.240). The implication 
that extra-local, termed vertical, linkayos inevitably involve the 
locality in a subordinate power relationsnip to the wider sdciety 
would sceém to derive from an -over-~literal interpretation of Shils! 
concepts, first published in 1992,.of vertical and horizontal 
integration (Shils, 1075, p.93). 


4 


> ae A 
24) The evidence here 48 fron other socicties (sce ilichclson, 1960, 
Pet; Wylie,.1966, pp.165-164), however a reference to circular, 
short-distance movements between rural localities in the early nine-- 
6is a vakid one, 
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